THE COMPTROLLER GENERAL

DECISION OF THE UNITED STATES
WABMINGTON, D.C. 203 a8
FILE: B-208557. 5 DATE: July 11, 1983

MATTER OF: HSQ Technology

DIGEST:

Protest that contractor has been allowed to
substitute subcontractor during performance
of contract is matter of contract adminis-
tration and is the responsibility of procur-
ing agency rather than GAO under Bid Protest
Procedures. _ :

HSQ Technology (HSQ) protests the action of the
Navy in permitting Atchison & Keller, Inc. (Atchison &
Keller), under a contract with the Navy to provide and
install an Energy Management Control System to
terminate its original subcontractor, Oak-Adec, Inc.
(0ak-Adec), and substitute another subcontractor.

We dismiss the protest.

HSQ contends that the Navy's basis of awarding
the contract to Atchison & Keller was that Oak-Adec
was ready and willing to perform and that since this
basis of award no longer exists, the Navy must
terminate the Atchison & Keller contract.

HSQ's protest involves whether Atchison & Keller
may substitute a subcontractor during the performance
of the contract in accordance with the contract
terms. This is a matter of contract administration
and is the responsibility of the procuring agency. We
do not consider such matters under our Bid Protest
Procedures, 4 C.F.R. part 21 (1983), which are
reserved for determining whether an award or proposed
award of a contract complies with statutory, regula-
tory and other legal requirements. Arc Com Fabrics,
Inc., B-201181, December 15, 1980, 80-2 CPD 432.
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Harry Van Cleve
Acting General Counsel
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